THE Committee on Research in Pathology recommends:
1. Nature of Work to Be Aided.-In the awarding of grants that preference be given to problems of etiology, immunity, functional pathology and chemical pathology, as representing the most profitable lines of investigation at present.
2. Laboratories or Individuals to Be Aided. -It is believed advisable to give grants preferably to laboratories presided over by a director of known training and ability in investigation, the funds of which are insufficient to meet the needs for special studies. This does not necessarily rule out an exceptional man in a laboratory indifferently manned, but it must be remembered, as a general proposition, that laboratories which need the money most are, on account of poor equipment and the lack of adequate staff, least prepared to use it to advantage. The best policy is to give where most can be accomplished and not where money is most needed.
It is undesirable to give money solely to encourage research in a general way by younger men under direction of the laboratory head. The aid should be for a definite problem of recognized importance and should be preferably to men of wide experience as investigators, and as far as possible to heads of departments, who will take an active part in the work, aided perhaps by their assistants.
In addition to departments of pathology, those of bacteriology, protozoology and immunology, or clinical medicine possessing wellequipped laboratories for investigation along any of the lines before mentioned shall be considered as conducting research in pathology and eligible for grants. The sole conditions for the award of a grant should be (1) The formulation of a suitable problem; (2) the proposal of definite methods for its solution; (3) the possession of facilities adequate for the successful prosecution of the projected investigation.
3. Amount of Grants.-In view of the position taken in Section 2 it is recommended that grants of relatively large sums (several hundred dollars) be given to a few laboratories rather than smaller sums scattered more widely. These larger sums would ensure, presumably, an adequate return and would offer a greater incentive to concentrated work on important problems. The lack of funds for the publication of extensive mathematical treatises and memoirs has had very baneful consequences. In the case of treatises on modern subjects the scientific value often increases much more rapidly than the size of the treatise. If an author who is perfectly competent to prepare a treatise of six hundred pages on such a subject is compelled to limit himself to four hundred pages, he usually finds it necessary to omit the developments which are most original and which would reflect most honor on the author and on the country in which the work is published.
The intrinsic scientific value of mathematical memoirs is usually not very seriously affected by brevity in presentation. On the other hand, this brevity tends to reduce the immediate influence of these memoirs, since it increases enormously the difficulties met by those who try to master them. The mathematical reader is often compelled to waste much time in trying to decipher what the author could have exhibited clearly if he had had a few more pages at his command. As compared with European publications American mathematical literature includes a comparatively small number of extensive memoirs.
The most expensive element tending to improve research conditions is the providing of sufficient free time for the investigator. In this respect mathematics does not present a problem which differs materially from that presented by other subjects, unless it is assumed that the very abstract nature of his subject makes it unusually difficult for the mathematician to utilize odd moments. 
